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Ill. SUPPLEMENTAL ARGUMENT 
A. The Supreme Court in Wade v. Taylor, et al, Supreme Court Docket 40142 {March 
18, 2014) specifically rejected Judge Moody's denial ofthe disclosure of a 
requested records based on a claim the investigation was ongoing. 
MPD was ent,IUe;a to some 
exempt status 
is same 
statute. The district court is to make this determination in light of the reeord 
before it, not based on a generalization of the types of documents withheld, 
but by a thorough review of the investigatory record and consideration of the 
likelihood that the harms identified in Idaho Code seetion 9-335(1) will be 
realized. 
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B. The proper inquiry requires an analysis of requested file at the time of the denial, not at 
the ti.me of the bearing. 
initial denial was moot 
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This language makes it clear that the relevant 
inquiry is the time of the denial. § court 
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C. Judge Moody erred when she failed to a single document in the MPD 
investigatory file~ regardless of MPD's ultimate disclosure just prior to the show cause 
bearing. 
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contents of their 
§ , This obligation exists even if exempt material l~ 
contained in the same public record as nonexempt material; that which is 
nonexempt must be made available. 
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D. The Petitioners are entitled to attorney on Appeal aeeording to I.C. § 9·344. 
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